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eqpT 3 ^ict g<?, ftfer 5rrf^T^t (ftpt w^Tcf yrfitoi® ?m t} ^ 
06/08/2002 Cfft ^rt^Fn ?f. 26/1/2001-#$^ cfc 3Tf?TR *TT^fe, 3FT$cf5T #t 
IRRT^T WWfd $?T w TOT I) efr ^cf W ^ fWfcTcT 


1999 GI/2006 
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TO^TO 3TraTcft TO Pi^ill^'cb TOTOM 3Joc6 cTTO 

fer ffenfer r gn afet arfer ^rra nfeiR fe arfejfer fern m i feTO 13/9/1996 
- eft tjct mrofeft v>rran|s?r fe-ferfe 14/10/1997 ^ atfer wct Mfeiw sft^qxm 
I' ‘wn 47/^M/3 TT^€c^ 3TfBR PUM'^ldW MIcHM fenfe ^ i 

^ ferem n feffe 26/4/1998 eft 3ffe[TOT MI 21/l/99-feft?ft ^ 3RT TOIF# wftm ^p> 
eft TT§ sfr fer feffe 19/4/2000 *ft Offer nfem OTfepRT ^f. 21/l/99-feft?ft ft 
3TJHK l^w m^M Ml TOT TO 1 ferfe 7/8/2001 ^ft OTfejTOT 
26/1/2001-#ft?ft ft gRT TO^TM ftt felfen ^ftSTT *ft %^3T1?T ftt n^ sft fer 

fefe 6/8/2002 *ft ST^RJTOT 26/1/2OO2~feTT$e0 ft IRT Olfer feT nfem RT^t fe? 
TO $ ! - 

Ofk feTO> 9/10/2002 01 feTOJo0 off^rrr TT. 1OS/2OO2~^nip'0 ^ 

OTpTO twg TOgoft TO TTTOM TORT! TOT STT I 


2 . 


felRI#T T3?TO 


gef vjfN offc ctTOTT fefe *T TOTOT vRTO? ^'01^0 mto*x s i sfetfen TO^TO, 
TOnfeTTOgTfcT, ^ TOTTOf^ TOfTO 0 vdeHlTO tg vRp >Tpa TO^ft TTOTft £, ft ft TOT 
85% TOT TOftt fftftfen tfffcFR ftf TO’ ^oTT % I npacT: ^TO>T fem TO^TO ft TO, 

cTOi^ ofR ftfero ft ft fen wi % I ^ron TOfer tost, TOnfefr ft fftfefe ft 


Ion? fern wr % ofRRjfefr fRnfc "4 ft! iron oror ^ferro fen # i ^frftr feupcn 

Ojftfem 1975 ft 3TRTO 55 ft cJ^cT ffen TOT % 1 pfe feftftTO pfe* 

ftfe?je0 c*fe 3?®ftTO ftf 3Tpjft -1 ft fef 550330 fer TOfen ^TOTR nfeiw ft 
3R^TO 55033000 ^ cTTO ^ifefcT fem TOT % 1 cfSTT^ ^ fercT fe£fc}0 % 3fR 

fMt •jft TOTO^r ^fero wn ^ to 11 


3. '9J^>3lRT 

fen?jc0 tfer> (^rfepr) srfefem 1995 fer i^ffe mro^fe feroracft ^ 
3Tgw nremfeit fe n^T stostotcTT n?T TOn-^rro to wftsn nft w»ft sfeSnr 

% l ftfee mfer^ ^i w t fe ^hrjc 0 (^tfeH) ^r^rfem, 1995 , tot ^ftfer 
' 6 p\ qrRT 9n>(5) fef tnrofeft fePTOoft fern 23 ^ mrofe ^ 3 t^to ^r to 
Rj^fR^ T fe? m mrofeit ^ TOTfe^T ^ften nRm ^fer fen l to^to ttotot ^ 
^ TOgsrf ^ fefefer 4 $ to* ^0 mto«k feo ^ 

STT^fe ^ ^cT ^ 3T8f^T cjfe % fertfef TO^^t TO cTRJ WM ^ TOTfe^T 

nft 3TTTOTOTO ^T TORT c[cT in? TO* mfen ^ITO t I 
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4 . wftof 

<T<faH ^TO 3 Sllftei t I 


5. WfaTT ^T 3TOTC 

^rfxr^TWf cR ^rcFT t f^7 7R ^ff eft f^1M 3 TOfaf T f3TT t 
cbN°l cTPJ '?]e^ 3>t ^Fft^T 3TR?W £ I Plf3^ 5J7%cR^ % Rut^cfr 

^rftefT $ f^*TO> 6/8/2002 ^ 3RFT 3^ vTO ^TFT cf> gRT % qfofilfr tRl«R <f> 

3TRTTcff ^ ?TTO # '!!cH j M ^ %q?T%r ^§t ?5t 3fR ** tkY f^ v r ivK 

O * \l\ « \ IM* X 1 y x ' 1 * t ■’’ 1 * ^ '* ’** 

9/10/2002 #fTT^c^j 3TRRJTOF ^t. 106/2002-^HI^c4> $ 3TJ?TR srfs^Rld ft^TT TOT 

sit i ?rrRi*ichdrTRo.i6 3PT.^r./fferr. ^ cR^t micmM ^ wm tot t i mfet>n>df 

^FcfT fcf^TT t fcf> cJ^-HH ^ cTPJ ^ ^ TO Id 3 V 2 ^ 3 >t 3 Rf£r t $ffc 

Pl u rt^<*> ^pfterr 3 12.39% <£ wr *f ftyfRd *rrfvjR 3 ^pff eft f^rfcRfr, 

eFFTdt >jfhf cf^l+lch ^ Wf?t wRq^d j?t f I ^filxjcbic^al TO*T c£tTOl HlfuH ^ ^RSJ 

$ ^RSTOHRi TTTffar TT?HH I^TCT f afhr c?RT f^TT £ f£fc cFTO^ f^ R Tc f ? 3 Tt€ £ ftfrff e fc rKIVUI 

O 1 \ “ w * a ' r ' .' ' ' 11 • ■ -**\ >*, . .-«,. 

3R qf^TFT ^Totp) ^rt 7IW fcjRT ^TT TOxTT % I 


^ 3 RT f^TT t f^ cf ^TRcT A ^J 3 # cR R^T ^ ^ t | 3 ffi: 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3 fR/ 3 RRT i||fc|ch|cfrdf £RT PMIcId ^R^ W cTPJ 

RcR^t ;^o ^7 eft ^rR% c^t 3 Hd^ 4 >dl ^ ^RET 4 3 PJ^r f^JJ ^ 

^fnr ^ fMt aw x^t 11 


6 . srfifan 


znf^-^Wdf ^RT OTeRET ^ ^RT ^ SZJH ^ R^3cT ^ f^RT^T «Roft 

MRR^ra^ ^r ^Rrt cjrcT ^ ctpj; ^mrt ^ ^ritefT ^ 3 nro^n ^ikr tot t Prf^ 
yiRjcbl^ feR> 6/8/2002 it ^. 26 / 1 / 2001 -# 3 ft^ ^ 3 T^ 3 R 3 #^Rifl 3 TfcPT vTO qRu|R 
^Ttfr^T $U feRj 9/10/2002 3T^RJTOT £RT cTPJ RRTORTOj TOTR^T 

^rtt^n, vjq^ro ftro 23 ^ ^n«r ^tfer (^ftro) srRrftro 1995 strt 

9^(5) ^ JTRgpfr ^ ^r TOcft qRR^iRi ^ t I'^et ^ fam 

6 / 8/2002 3 T®^TOT 26 / 1 / 2001 -^St^ ^ ^Tftfcf # I 


7 . yP^ 3 R& -- 

cftfapr un^ ^ TOlupn^ vsrNr c^t 3 rRt 1 arifer, 2005 ^ 31 ^ 2006 (12 ^Rr) 

f j TOT^f srf?f fc l ^Nm ^ ^nf 2002-2003,. 2003-2004.. 2004-2005 3fR 3fte 2005 - TO}, 
2006 ^nf^TeT #> I 
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8 . JRcJcT cfrTTT 

tot ^ to> *t tot ^ ttezr ?t 

toft ^yct>Kl, *TReT 3 fTRI 3TRTRT^1 3#? toltot to toj to^T to totof 

TPTef TpTTT, ftoto m 3 to ftoReT tor 7t IReJcT tot to tot f^TRt t ftoelRsler to 

3T^^^^1^3IeR^tcmT^T^T t I 

ciif&iv^i f^im 

toM to ton totTcro 

wM to tor (; i ) vflqj> ) 

W TT. 240, to*T 

to ftol - 110011 

3RJ to^ ^dsicS TTcS ift #4 3t to TO ton ^ tfteR ftotocf M^T 3 to ftoftto 

^ vjfK toto srjto ^ Ttot t i 


9. wm #m 

tomr toterr ?t Trafto to^ rj£rt to ^-ito to to^ srjto fei%?r ^ ftor to 

vjM^ Tet T7 Rfe Rlftotot ^ TTCT ^TT to^tRT ^ to to toftl ^ 

( 40 ) tor ^ to? to^ tot toto i to: ftotto to-#it ^ *to tof rj^tt trct to 

to t to m rjertt 3Tjof t eft Rtto toto wtoto ftoft <£ 3rjmr to trt 
. crato ^ 3 tt?tr t? tor mRuiih to ^ ^tot t I 


10. 'HltoRcD 4>’l^c4 3>I R'ft^TOT 

Ri^jr 6(7) ^ 3 tj?tr to^ to tof vrt 'di 4 'JiP(cb M^ef ^t rnm tr ^to 
t toto 3 t*i few Tito srrcr t^ct to ^ Rtor to tortor to nr t i to to 
feW to WW RjxRT v|to to W tot t 7JT toeT TO to to? to 3TRMT 
to ctot t ^tt to 4 ototo eum ^rtot t eft toto tor trt tor to wk 
t? to to toiTR to ctr ^to t eT®n toto ^r 71 toet ftoM Titor t i 


tto^t tofto, ftfto Tiftorct 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2006 


(Mid-term Review) 


Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review regarding anti-dumping duty 

imposed on imports of Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported 
from Thailand . 

No. 15/13/2006-DGAD - Whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (herein after referred to as AD Rules), vide 
Notification Number 26/1/2001-lXiAD dated 06.S.2002, Ihe Designated 
Authority (herein after referred to as the Authority) notified its final findings 
recommending definitive antidumping duty on import of Acrylic Fibre 
(hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported from 
Thailand, USA and Korea RP (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). The 
original anti dumping investigation was initiated on 13.9.1996 and definitive anti 
dumping duty was recommended vide final findings Notification No. 
47/ADD/1W, dated 14.10.1997. Subsequently mid-term review was undertaken 
vide Notification No. 21 /1 /99-DGAD, dated 26.4.1999 and definitive anti 
dumping duty was recommended vide final findings Notification No. 21/1/99- 
DGAD, dated 19.4.2000. Sunset review of the anti dumping duty was initiated 
vide Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD, dated 07.8.2001 and the final findings 
were issued vide Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD, dated 06.8.2002. 

And whereas definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No. 106/2002-Customs, dated 09.10.2002. 

Z Product Under Consideration 

The product involved in the original investigation and this current review is 
Acrylic Fibre. Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of synthetic polymer composed of at 
least 85% by weight of Acrylonitrile which is the major raw material for 
production of acrylic fibre. It is broadly described in terms of colour, length and 


a- 
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denier of the fibre. It is used for the purpose of manufacturing apparels, 
household items and it has a great industrial use etc. It is classified under 
Chapter 55 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. It is further classified under the 
heading 550330 of schedule-I of Custom Tariff Act and 55033000 as per Indian 
Trade Classification. The classification is, however, indicative only and is in no 
way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

3. Initiation 

The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 and the AD Rules made there under 
require the Authority to review from time to time the need for continuance of 
anti-dumping duty. The Designated Authority considers that the mid term 
review of the anti dumping duty recommended would be appropriate at this 
stage under the provision of rule 23 of AD Rules and section 9A (5) of the 
Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 as amended. In terms of the above 
provision one of the exporters, M/s.Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd., Thailand 
of the subject goods, have filed an application substantiating the need for mid 
term review of the anti-dumping duty imposed on the subject goods originating 
in or exported from Thailand. 

4. Countries Involved : 

The country involved in the present investigation is Thailand. 

5. Grounds for Review 

The applicant has claimed that the conditions of dumping have changed 
substantially requiring a review of the anti-dumping measure in force. The 
Designated Authority had recommended anti dumping duty on imports of 
Acrylic Fibre from Thailand vide its final finding dated 6.8.2002 in the sunset 
review and the duties were subsequently notified vide custom notification No. 
106/2002-Customs, dated 9.10.2002. The applicant is subjected to anti dumping 
duty @US$ 0.16/Kg. The applicant has claimed that a period of 3 Vi years has 
already been lapsed since the imposition of existing duty and the dumping 
margin determined in the sunset review as 12.39% had undergone significant 
changes due to change in market conditions, cost and prices of subject goods. 
The applicant has prima facie filed the positive evidence regarding the dumping 
margin and claimed that it has come down significantly warranting removal of 
existing duty. 

The applicant has claimed that they are not dumping the subject goods in India. 
Therefore, the applicant has requested for the need for mid term review of the 
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anti-dumping duty imposed on the subject goods originating in Thailand and/or 
exported by the applicant, as the domestic industry is not suffering any injury. 

6. Procedure: 

Having regard to the information provided by the applicant indicating changed 
circumstances necessitating a review of the measure in force, the Designated 
Authority now considers that a mid-term review of the final findings notified 
vide No. 26/1/2001-DGAD dated 06.8.2002 and the definitive anti dumping duty 
imposed by Notification dated 09.10.2002 is appropriate in view of the changed 
circumstances, in terms of the provision of Section 9A (5) of Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. The review covers all aspects of 
Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD dated 06.8.2002. 

7. Period of Investigation: 

The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1 st April 2005 
to 31 st March 2006 (12 months). However, injury analysis shall cover the years 
2002-2003,2003-2004,2004-2005 and April 2005-March 2006. 

8. Submission of Information : 

The exporters in subject countries, their government through their 
Embassies/High Commissions in India/representatives, the importers and users 
in India known to be concerned and the domestic industry are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed 
and to make their views known to the: 


The Designated Authority, 

Ministry of Commerce & Industry, 

Department of Commerce, 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & Allied Duties, (DGAD), 

Room No. 240, Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110011 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out 
below. 

9. Time Limit: 


Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing 
should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned 
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above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of letter of this review 
notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its 
findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the AD 
Rules. 

10. Inspection of Public File : 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. In 
case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information wiiliin a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as 
deemed fit. 


CHRISTY FERNANDEZ. Designated Authority 
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ami Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-] 10054. 




